e “THERE IS an American Establishment, ™"
but it Is not those towers of Washington .'-,
power which the critics of government and |

e Wf-m!'tl' Lo PQSL

FOIAb3b
NpbRF/Ad For Release 2000/05/24 : §19\-GDR1§700001R000100040007-6

el e Disorientation of the “Establls!%ment” CPYRGHT

“the system” would like to topple.

tration,

-.and fearful of what the war s doing to..
American society. This American Lstablish-y
‘ment is itself demoralized and dlsoriented -

The writer, a senior staff member of
. .the Hudson Institute at Croton-on-the-
' Hudson, N.Y. is eo-author of several '
books on modem politics and history, tn
cluding “Power and Impotence” and
! *“The Politics of Hysteria.”
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. The Establishment is outside this adminis- "
distrusted by Presldent Richard |
Nixon, largely opposed to the Indochina war

7.‘- who exercise special power not because they |

- .| possess wealth, social standing, special ac-
| cess to government.or the communications ||
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uces warl'are. welfare and the colossal trivl-:
lities of the consumer marketplace, |

You can then, if you wish, think of the Es-
blishment as what exists in our society, as
gainst what you would Jike to bring into ex-,

' .by the fact that the war end the American ] }ptence. But to do this takcs away the special
— alue of the term,
= " “The Establishment” has in the past meant -

| that self-aware group of Influential people’

have been clected to office but because they

»mcdla, or special knowledge .and talent, The/
i characteristic of Establishment power is that

domestlc crises are unintended outcomes of
past Establishment policies,

This Establishment Is that group of men”
who—as Richard Rovere, a political analyst,
{half-mockingly put it at the beginning of the .
"60s—decide “what i3 and what is not re-
‘spectable opinion in this country.” v
. It is ‘drawn chicfly from the great law !
firms and internatlonal banks of the East
and from the universities and foundations,
It largely shaped America's post-World War -
I1 foreign policy of contalnment and inter-.
,ventlonlsm, but today -it is appalled at how,
events have come out, on thé defensive be.
fore the counterattack of: ‘Mr, ‘Nixon’s and |
‘Vice President Agnew’s.-antl- establishinent |
*‘*Mlddle America.”
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YET WHEN today's critics and political |
!controversialists—especially those on the,:
left—talk about “the Establishment,” do
‘they really mean this internationalist and '
‘social-reformist coalition of foundation
,chlefs and famous professors and corporate
tlawyers? ;
¥ Often enough they are talking about some:.
tthing quite different: they simply mean offi-
clal “establiished” power in America, The?
iword Establishment has come to gserve as lit.
‘tle more than a modish term to describe the
‘powers-that-be in our society—with an impli-
‘cation that they are also the powers- that-
‘won t-let-go.

'wlth “the System”—which may mean{only
what won all onée meant hy “clly hall" but
‘more often describes the modern liberal po- -
ltlcal and soclal system: indusirial-demo.
‘cratie socicty In Western Europe and the

‘§ siveness and inaccessibility have come to

. . . . ) |

. day for indifference to the views of “Middl

it is PRIVILEDGE power, and to an impor-
tant extent it is UNACCOUNTED-FOR
power. The public cannot easily vote this
kind of power out of office. '
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THESE characteristics of Establishment
power suggest why the word has slipped
into wider use in today's debates, Unrespon-

v

'seem characteristics of political power itself.

The public complains that it is harder and||:
harder to-get the government to listen to its
complaints—to make the .government
'change its policics or pay nttention to publicj}:
opinlon To some cxlent it seems that gov||:
¥ ernment itself today displays the character-
istics of Establishment power.

There is, then a certain inner logic to this

ment and it amounts to a commentary o
-the character of American government in re
cent years and on the political and socia
.consequences of the Vietnam war, - |

The old EstablisShment was criticized in its

Amerlca," but in the period between the en
‘of World War II and the mid-1960s publi
opinion, generally supported internatlonatis
‘policies which the Establishment helped t
shape and for which it provided leadership
.The first chiefs of our unified Departmen
-of Defense and of the postwar CIA were Es
.tablishment men (as the wartime OSS ha

The word I8 even used lnivrchangoahlv 4 been: largely an Istablishment operation)|]

They manned Important posts In the Mar

L programs. Dean Acheson was an’ Xstablish
“ment man, and so were James Forrestal
- Allen, Dulles, Dean Rusk and Clark Clifford.

United States as it exists today,

! For the radical wing of the New Left lt ls
no “establishment”—no oligarchy of power-:
ful men—which they want to.overturn but .}
-thu*moqem.mmmmuml«mm

. It was Establishment complacency whic
" underwrote. Mr. Johnson's willipgness® 't
~entef iInto a war for which th
elear ‘mandate in Amerlcnn ublic oplnios

m which, they say, indiscrlminately pro-|f -

popular redeflnltlon of the word Establish{}’

' for a democracy. Its tendency is to turn thq

[ shnll Plan and the Greek and 'lurklnh ald-'

18 Im.&em.mxm dowm

misg gs. ad come
into existence an Establishment state of

mlnd deaf not only to criticism but to thn
" common Sense of the publie. -
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POWER nearly always tends to create in
"men the idea that their power comes to

 them by right of thelr own wisdom or merit.

.. Such men can have little patience with what
“they regard as untutored public opinion or
frresponsible criticism.

. They themselves—in a phrase often heard
~in Washington in the 1960s—are “tough-
‘minded.” If they are officlals, they have
. “read the cahbles.” Their critics by implica-
‘tion are timid or tender-minded; and the
- publie simply doesn't know enough to have
an opinion worth listening to. Qut of this
state of mind came Vietnam. Out of it, as an

- incidental result, was the Establishmcnt cast

- down. An antiestablishment administration

.- was elected to powcr, pledpged to reverse the
old policies, yet—as we sec—entangled in
. the inheritance of those policies.

v But as another result, this defiant and dc
fensive Establishment state of mind has|.
spread throughout the beleaguered military

-.and foreign policy agencies of government|.

. This is a consegquence of power under chaly
. lenge. National crisis and dissent, polarized

» national opinion, has tended to drive offi]

 cials into Insisting that only they understand
#the real needs of the nation. They bear re
“1sponsibllity; they live in the midst of the crl

'rgls, they ‘know best.

" These officials can find themselves power

. fully motivated to try to dominate and ma

‘nipulate opinion, to organize support fro

# the “real” America as against the false. Fo

| elected leaders to do this is perfectly legiti

.> mate, For Mr. Nixon to call on the “forgot

. ten Americans” to vote their support for hi

. policies is clearly proper.
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" to begin to think in these terms is a bad sig

*1 apparatus of government from the service
*,spublic opinion into an indeptndent politica

force—a very powerful force and one signif
. cantly beyond public account. -

. '"This has been happening in American go
"ernmcnt In reeent years, erucially so sine
1ithe Vietnam interventions hepan, 1t is §
process whose effect—and threat—is to tur
“eatablished” power, the legltimate autho
“ity of the state, Into “Establishment” poye
Yer which is privileged and irresponsibie powe
It :is & process we need to halt because whe
the traditional distinctions. which. subord®
nate pubdlic service to publicopinion begi
0 break down then the constitutional org
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